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faftr, wU «pfqrrt tfrw trsn-mr 

(fa«wi fiv'tnt) 

3T r tr rom 

Tt fc=*fr, S frown,, iy«2 

to° 3Tr» G5-i (si):- —jft fron tot fTwfrfaT 
roTTtrrw 3?r % fro srrofro fT^rr rorr ¥•— 

WT&T7T 

jrl'sfr Tfr^ it* tostttW w row, tottot, row 
b’It rw irt 'Em qfr xi tows it> totw, iqsi 3b tojtot 
spiff % qfrniTtrnrm in' m to aw toft itt w ^ ft w 
TTW TOO I TO nTfftT TO '■•■ft 5TPro JTI3TW«{ FifTOT TO 
tot to tot t£ frwf if fror TTTrpTfEr tot to tor tot to 
WTOTO TfTOTTTT TO lirif l)(tr) if- TfriT fTWriWT if 

BET jft TO o, 

ejYr JpT 33T TOT TO TO'b if rifTTfT % TfTO5T I «>n( 2 > 
ifr mffr frobror srrbfT 3b to tot ¥.\ 

sftr f ra f -w twitt t robr to (bfro OTtu] £r ¥ fro 

»fr STTW TtfTWT FTfro TT? * TO IT r TOT M? feWY if fl*'l'J 
ff tdfd fff TOT TO OTTO TOT % TOFT TOW TOI TO TTOT ?Ff 

% frfo, nfsaiT % j "7(i )Ito) TO toott frowr t 

tot $r k i Ptro Hr*rr=iftr tot, to to tot tt-itot TO wrt TO 
far "tot to to” ottt tot ¥ i 

688 GI/ 82—1 U) 


TR: *f, 4rr fTO, OTTO TO TOc^rfr, jffTOOTT % TFjTOk 103 
% STOTT TJfl TTfT trfWTf TO SWfT 3Wf yr, ItoWt TOfPr TOf 
TOT % TTTTTTT Tf? fTTOT TOTOf ff fr TOT TO« jfi^TrtPI TOW 
TOTT TO TOW iff ftP| TTfVSTT ^ l(.2(l)(v) if 

Tfro frT^TT ir HW 31 to; 1 1 

In f%iT, 

TO^Tfr TOT, TOW TO ’ I ''-J'Tfvi 

T+ fTWT I 

s frown tys'i 

TTTOT fT^fTOi STHTfr V ITTOT 
1081 TO PTOTT TOT3T TT 11 7 

(wrw TO bfrUTT TO TTTOTO 103(2) iT TOTFT TOW % 

7T<^rfT if tow frw) 

TO TOTl % tmfrT TTOT «ff TOTo rffUTOTO^ Tfr fTT^TO If 
ii4i if 

TOT 

1 'ifirir-l *E TTTTOJT 1 1)3 iff TT'TtT fl’ 11 , TO TTO fTTTT if 
aw TO5T ff f*F TOT TOT TOTO 37 TOrffT TOW f -ff TOTTo ifflJT- 
TTO[ TfifT TT1 TO3TO TO Tf ferff if fwW srfwfTfST TO TO 

hitot tow % totot, iffrorr % 102 ( 1 ) (to) if 3fwr 

fT,!WT T 3W ?f *IT ^ 1 
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2 . TP^rffir % tow rtot aft*ft ( 1 ) Ar<> tt» smrfA, 

TTR^ RSTR, ( 2 ) rAFsTO ATOt; TO5TR, ( 3 ) STo Ro RWTfRfR, 

Ans totor, ( 4 ) tm rAhts, Aa^; w, ( 5 ) <mi^, 

Aas rtor ark (6) toto AF AAj, ( 7 ) At° rtjJtot, (s) 
RTRW TOTOaTAt, (9) CRo TOTOTOIR, (10) rjTo TOTOT/ (ll) 

5 ^ jjw, ( 12 ) tot* < wi fca ^, ( 13 ) tft° mrnrof afrc 
( 14 ) AF qr.Trm^ At tott sfimTR Pram tort % rstot ft, 

IFT RUT'S 20-11-81 Rf RTSTO 5% at RR A^ITOT TO^f % RfJ- 
WTRUSR TOST TO I 

3. ^TOT m A$R ir STO SRU ft :— 

11 aTRTOT, 1980 R~T StrklT R° TOo At° aTO 11 t TTO° 1873 % 

SUT rlfO'-HPJ TOTRU % oPR'I'lia TURU R f r H ; TOt fst*ft 

fkw froT srfAfAPa % (rmiifi ^ Rt tor srifw % fm 
trrfrrs rt fAwr f%m rto srIstt rtAru u^ot ru Attt Jr, Ata 
«rt At arsfa % fAsr anssT toto to sr % fror tor ft? torsA 
arrromRr totrt aftt ftr ^rrtfr ft, ssA A At At 'jArt ftr, ^fm 
faro totA rt if^n st At 1 sr ss sA am suA to% arffta *A 
2000 s° afa tor rt RAfAm Aas an^rm f^nn tojt to 1 

aft RSRU r^q-o i[<yHnAt Rt iftR sA %t ^Tarffer % fan 
fsAr srfWAfir frojRT faro w toi torsA fo^fw stAf if % 
f%At At atstRu artr tor tor SA tjrst Art tortis sA an rrAt 
At 1 tor) af<mTs rtru % top Asft rt ssrf fftro w to 1 

'd'l^ao R iR1 P| "M [^ PI ft TTfARRnT ’4 Vi if iRWpR *1*1 fl-Tt 0 
httor a^Aanr afk totor, ru % &A totoAr %t 'utot afntf^ff 
% mu % fRfi t mr m *fk ?ft«r vrrf wf? nft 
®rarw!rr«ft 1 

4. 10 EtTTO, 1981 % lifto ?fto 0TT° lEfl'o—1551 

% Sri afiwrra irwR ^ «ft rpr= : ^ 3S fnfr <pt fesft fw? 
nf%ws irmr % Frttr irftFrfti % i«r % mw ^ 
t mxw %t ^ fin frorr arnt, RfiTR sr ffwr !fT 1 

5 . «fr Rt^rnr^ 20 ap, 1930 %t *mT % fcnj f^t- 

Irr ft 1 oPoM^if ir»pr % nrfRr 10 *nrwr, i98i % 
3 tt%- 7 fr° wru mro irt° R 0 1552, qftR? srt 

«ft *TR° Tff^rriT^ HIT ^rfjWTtf 1RVR % fcRft f^T 

sftfift, % w? *r r»t nrPta % Fra w fw fw rnfpa- vt 
3751 % aft 033 ° ajnwuit Jr 4rTrfirR rr^w ferr 1 kpr er 
TT «rrmR 27 arnRr, 1981 %t U^Tlw I 27 Wt, 

1981 %t IS ir^>r «TT TOTRt? flftRRR % ^®T TOi aft PX° 

afto ttirir^ % itsw rrf%Rns nFrsm Jf jm «rr i s 4t qrr° 

%t ft^fvr % URTia 10 tTTOT, 1981 % WT%rfT Jf Vg 

s^rr irt ^ f% aft %r f%jf%r ?t irafer ftr^^r «V ^ 

wsnr % arrft %t RRot i 27 sttot, i 98 i %t iiftmra *p+k 

^ offo rffo 1R1° OTTo Tfo 10G4j (Ft5TR-lT) -01P: ;f%91 

f^RRf aft *TR° TfnpRT^ %t, far^ 10 TO, 1.981 % 

nf%=RTs tor ^ irn^nr % anf^r fwr nfHFrftr f-r^Rr f%m 

TmT, RPT 5"t^ fiREFr 5(fF upf ^t 5^ *ft I 27 aiW, 1981 

% wiSur % <PijT w it aft Rt^Rn^ “Friit nfeMEi tt is 
ETirof unR qr% ®«rf%T % if Fnft 'fPt jrr % 81049 itt 
nr '*rnr feft u%t£r RTRr^ % ?’fsr n^r stn i” 

o. «ft tft^R'in?; %r ffR^n w asn ^asFt soft *nff ^i^rFi 
% tow nf^tnK % arrows 103 % stHFr 20 tttrr, iosi %t 
Wt «pT nt *fr 1 


[Part II—Sec. 3(ii)] 

7. RratR % 19-7-82, 31-7-82 tfR 11 TOtTO, 1 982 %t 

sn *wr if gromf %r tott si%t TOiTCP’t %T n> Jr ^Rfr^R 

srnfitvr % tow ft 5 R?t %t ’tronf %r sf 1 

8. ffrsmsr 

p4TOlJ i r«Str ft'SHPR flRfm f%n TOT fTOT% TOTOTct SrFW 
fsRRR; % SR Jf '15141 fRSRIT ^ 1 — 

(1) tott r r Fr R R r; trwt % Fwm arfnFrftr <pt toSrr is 

iffRRR % 102 ( 1 ) % % aWTOFT “RS” 

( 2 ) SRT aft RRo RtgTRR*^ RftTTOtr^ TRTR % WtR 
RfftfRftr %r f(Jt RrrR%, ngFraRt to Rfromr tort t art f%Jft 
TOR TRRT %t TORTTTOT. 3RTOTO RTO f I 

( 3 ) Rft ^t, St RTO TOT aft RRo Rt^TJTOi; SRt 27 WTO5T, 

1981 Jr Rfrorroj towr % st^h tor tot is ntftsrR srot %t 

TOTfe if Rlrtl ^ 1 

9 . frorol: 

fsRTcro linfroror % r^r 102 ( 1 ) (t) afrr: 191 ( 1 ) 
(sr) Jf tojtov "tor tt rs” trfrosrfw %t r to itfroriR Jr aftr 
r tor RfRM'ges Rfaftror, 1951 Jr oFrito %t nf |i srrfror 

TOT aft SR RTRR RR Fr^TO RT Rti TO!R TOTOT ft RR TORR 
TOR% %t TOT% TpiTiJR % RTOR TT TOflSTT RITO1RR iff TOlft ft I 

rr fRfroa: frofttro % toJr Jf rftR to^t ft, aft sr sirr |' 
(i) sto Wt tocw SRT TOftrr is 'W ft, (ii) U- 
St RTO RS "TOR RT Rs" ft; afk (iii) Rfe ?f, fit TOT RftTOR 
% TOTTfjRfn atro^s 102 ( 1 ) (r) to 1 9 1 (l) (sr) % atRFrotR 

RRR *RRR TO fRTft RTOT RTRR % aflfTR IS ft I 

io. "is” r*s % toJr % R^rra am am r^ ft i anj^s 
102(l) (r) Jf f%R ffRftro %t RfTRTOTO Rf Rf ft TOT% WI 
Jf st arfRTOfwrofr arotq; "rs” rV “fRRRt rrr rFt toto" 
r TOftR Jt antfsro tot it tot sfror ft f% tr f^Rr "is” rt 
T ptRT RTTOWR ft TO RS Rt RRR R7% TO% TOfRT Jt FtTOT fft I 
sr% arfJrft?Rr, vr tor if f% tots ^ R frosnR rsh Rt 
SR tor % fror srrfHRR f%ro tott f% tot w t RtftR rr rrrt ft 

f% Rtf TOR RT IS RRRT OTTOT RT^t TO% TOfRT Rt f^RfftR 
Rftt RtTO. RS Rt RFR rTO stA toItot % 71 R, rs % rAtor 
5?r TOTT Artt Rt ft I TOTTfR ffA TORA ?T RRR ft fTOTR JW 
RrfRWt % fRTOT 31TR, RfRRT, rWt TO RRRR RT TOTOtR RtA %t 

A RS TjfTOT fRR TOfr ft, At Art tot totot rr Rfro?R A 
ft situ f(A toAr TOft am rtA fti ^A tooto A to[ 
Rftt R?r to rrto ft f% A ssfror rs r't am toto stA «sfR, 
aftffti TOasiTORfRR?Rs 1 AARlt toFto am rtto ft, 
tot rtot tttoto tft torto m s? asfAs 13 A Aro arRro to 

fA Rtt TOR aqfro T TOT RS R T fTOJRT Rftt f%TO TO RRTO ft 

m arfAFratAR rrA rt wi toA ?r rrto ft f% r? ^p„ 
TO! Rt am Rftt ri-tt ft I "rs" % torpr rr A SR :.:,.. 
TO TTOR arfRRTT ft Ptot% TOR rAto Tp ft aftT ' 
rArt fsfla RR A ’srofaR TOftsrfAR totot R ft 1 »R arain 
fTOsrrot rV RTftfaff Rt arAro torAI A tot^r rttost stf 

ftft 1 
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11. qq toft qg "rorr t ft w [ft^Kiifln tot^t ftt toit 
M fftft wru Jfr# q^r wf^fnylRd fftro to wi f fft ftfftqiq 
% W 5 »$q 102 ( 1 ) (q>) % qqfqrftr qfror fto fttot to qf 
fawft if firitq qfftfqfft nfft<i tt* totot ft mftq to |; jtt qff i 

12. qfq "to" qfqfftftrlrq forr toto! ftr Trot ftrf 

ftt? qft ft fft qg qfror qm totot % TOftqTOr to f qqtfft 
to % FfTOT to fqfqfftR to ttttot groTTOft fftqr w 

ft fttr 1 ft TO q<.TOT "ft fttft fqqcpq % TOftq| fttT to 
0 <h> 1 <. ftr to to it Pi^tVi "ftt srtr q?r toto "FTf to 
snfwn: ftt ft 1 

13 . «fr ftt qtT ft " 4 ft ft*To TTrqo ft, qfftcs qroTO 

gqfwr gft ft *ftr qrftft snrfftF fftww qroqt «rr 1 TOtfq 
qrag i jto; qg ir^r % qfftq qr^ % fftftq qftrfftfsr % wr ft* 4 t 
fttgqfqq; ftt qpj gift qrft fft*Rtq ?rV wft nqft ftpr tpftgTO 
ETPqr qrrft qrft sqfftt ft frot qqfftrqq PuRro jftr to ft Fitr 
to% to ft 1 q^ra qftr ft tot qg fft fftw-fTOt *qfftrqt ft fair 
$ Pnr'Erq fftrr-fw ft 1 qqft sppnr qfft fttf sqfftr TOftffttft 
ipr qrpt ftt TOPt ft fftrr qrfftqq fftftjqT <TT fftjTO fftqr qrtTr ft 
ftt to qr^frot ftt qrqq ft fftq to^I fftjfftT ft to to tjfht qft 
fFTf ft I W q*ft 5 T ft; qqftq ft qrftft ftr ftqrq ftro TOqfti 
TOPT qRT ( 8 -TTO ft^DT- 231 ) "Ft ftqT'Tt fftqt fftprft qffirgiR 

ftt%^ ft fftrofftfro to sro?r fcqt qrr ;— 

"q? ?ti fotrqqr ft Tiftr ftft fft^rr ft qjq 
qg ?rft ftw fftro qqt ft fft; ^ift qg qlro ftnrr ft fft; 1842 
ft; ftqE >ift toit "Ft qftftr =FRft qtftr ®qfftrof to to fttotot 
^ gfft to qT fftftftirq qft jto Tftt «ft, "crfTOrrq ftqr to qT 
frotro qr orft ^ qffttwfro, wft ftk qTawfi - fwfft ft 
, ftR fTOTO TO ®qfw ft ftft TO TO TOft «FTOT ft, FTOST 

wfftw ft ftH ft"r toto TOiT ft ftftq ftrroft cptr ft? tot to^ 
TOfTO HTTO TOft ft, qftq qfft TOT ftr TWqftt ^Tt TOfftq 
ft fqft to TOtroft ftft ftft qft ftftft qtc ft qqft ft fqrr 
ftft fftftroft TO froftfro fqtqt qqr ft ftft to qr^ftft ftj qrqq ft 
fftq TOft fqqftqq ft ^rr ftft^ to gfftq qftr ftro ft fTOft 
qro ft >F^q qjft jft ft 1 qft qt ftq^r -4ft ^1 ft fftrr 
fftqftf^rq ftfqr qqt ft wftq to ftror ?TOf ftt 1 qfft ftftft to 
qr fftqftTO qf^TOntfriT qftft ft ftt qqpbfqq to qr fftqtirq 
®qfw fftftq ft fwFqrit to totto qftqqiq ft qftr ft totot 
g fft fqfftr ftft ft qs ^ft Sfq; qpr ft 1” 
to qroft ft Tqrqijfft ftftfts qr tof qq "Ft ftrft to^to 
qnqrro ft ftftqftft "ftot "F'jfftqt topt qrro; qro ^T.tqr (to 
toto 1970 , qq° Ffto 694 ) ftqp^r ft qqft q-pf l TO q% 
fqrqr ft, ftft ft ft q^q mm Rrqt ft 1 

14. qfftFt qif totor jttt qrftf fftq qq di<ft<g 11 ntq?q, 

1 980 % ftfto ftfto qqo to° ft 0 1S73 % fftroftft ^ tt^nr fqftq 
qfftfftfq to to to mftar ft fro orft '4 ftft fft^Rt qcrsqjro 
ft dd'Ft qfpftqiT qq>q fftqr, ftft-f qft ft fftpT jft jJJ fftqt qtrr qr I 
ftft cpt^ "J^qrftt ftt TO to tt ftft qftgqiq^ ft ^q fft^jrr fftqt 
qqT qt 1 ftft ftftgroq^ ftft fftjjfftr mqftqr 10 qqw, 1931 ft 

ftfto ftto qqo qq 0 fto 15 52 irt ftt qt qft ftftT TOft qg qro 
fqfftrqra «T ft q;gft qf % fq; ^ to TOfftar ft ft fTOTO fTOtr 
to qgr g fror qrqfttj qft ft ^t ^qFqtqf ft qtftqtT Ftgq «Fftq 1 
ftt qftrotqq; ft fqftq srfftfftfq ft to ft TOftqTqqgw fftqt to fttf 
qqr to qf«rq q|f fftqt qqr qr to qgft ft ft from r a qT ftR 
qg TOftt trrro qrrft sirfftr ft totoft qT 1 to to ft qtq 
fftfftfftq qftro gq | 1 to TOftf ftt 4 atft jq «ff ftt= qqo 
qfros qnftq ftt qftfqtT f» 14 ftt fttr ft toRto 


ffq ft, 3 Kt ftq ftt qf qfttfttft TO | l tot qfw qroftq ft 
qfftq qjq q qfqfftfft ft to to *prq TOft qyft toto fttq ftt qtffqftq^ 
vt fftqfftr qqft q[ft qiftq to qqirr fftqt qt I 

15. tot fro qrarcw fftatftf ftt to? ftr qft ftft ftt fttrorq^ 
tPTt qrftq qfftwi ft fqqq srfftfftfq ft TO ft ftftq ft gft 
TOrft f 1 ^q TOWf ft qqq 'fq'-tinq; ^rr ttr pfiqrottqq ^ 1 
?l^qK q qfqfftffffftq TOTTf f fq ftt TOTo 
qq qfTO qr? qrror ft wtftq qa; "to" otto ^ , 

1 e. fftirw 2 fttr 3 : qro qt fqqierftf to. qq% wr ftt 
qrr° fttgqtqft ftt qft troft, q ^f ror r ft qr wfwq otto ? ftt 
fftfttftqqqroqftr qftrrroq; nmwj qft f tot qg ftt fttgqtqft 
?tto qfftq qrr totot ft wftfq 27-8-1931 ft qrq to to Ffttror 
qqft ftt fttfft ft toot I I qq qtq fftqTT ^TOT ftfftinyft fpiT I 
qm ft qwff ft stftq ft ito fq-Trwf to fttf q^ qqrqr q^tr 
qft fotr qr qqttr ft ftft fft TOft qg qftr ftftqr ft 1 troft qqr 
fqfftF ftft qtfftRrqr OTftftt ftt qftftr ft TOttwr toto qrroq; ft 1 
17 . ftt ft ft ftt ftmqftr^ ftt fSpjpRT % fftqqftf qft „ftf 

TO qjq TOW fftqt ft 1 ft fftftTOr *tft qft 10 mm, i 98 i % 
fttofttoirq^^ fto 1552 ft qrq TOfeq qrofty 27,8.1981 
ft qfftqqrs totor ft ftt^fttorrqo^ 1664 (qftf to qror lit 
't ft jf f 1 qqft q^rriT q,qft ft ft^ ^ft fqqttftt qft 
TOff TO fqq.T "FTO, ? ftqq ftt< qifiw | I Ijq qrfttff ft fTOqftt 
ft tojtot ftt fttgroron qftqfftq; Sfqqq ft qq gi^r 7f f i 
ftft jtij fqftq qfqfftfq Tt to hitot qrftt qrft aqfftrft to ft 
ftrftt ftr qnftq qft to qro srofTOn % g^qir qff f 1 -3^ 

ar^ttT ppftr TO ftt Rtq TO Tq aroift i %r q| qrow g- fft OT TO 
ftt OTTOT TOft qtft aqfftr ftt TO qfftq qfqfrrq SfTTO ft ?.fft: W 
OTq qr fftfqq qrrft ft f«F qqr to qrq ®Ft to f, ftw fft^fft,- 
qr pTOTEnff ftt ft fro qrqr qtfgrr q ftp ^ fqqTOft ftt TOft 
TOft ft ffttft qrvrrqfqifi ftt mt TOT fqs'qqt ftt qfrfft ft 
OT^qr qqro totott qrftt gtr f^ftt qgffttrr ft rroqtq ftt 1 
Rftff q? qftfq tro ftt Pf ft qftt to? fftqfqq qifttq ft totw 
q^q fqrtTF T$i ft TOiltT ftt TOft' f qtr TOqq: 
fTOjfro OTfqront^fttT: fft^TO Tto tot ft | , ^ ^ 

»ft "Fgr fft TOffk 102 ft qqtqq ft %q qnftq to qrot TOf 
TOT-J qft f TOfT fftftqq ft qqftq if TOffft Wt ^ qqrq 
fttoirq, TOftTTOt (^q|foq[T.o 1954 -^ 0 ^= 653 ) qlft TOTOt 

ft fqrj qq fqftq art qpqq fTOn i 

18 . ft FT ft FftTOT TOTO f % TO *ftNf ft fsp^ 

^ is pfr ft qrrrftq qt itotrqo jrqpjfq ftro ftrf qr^rPTOF 
rrorosr qft ftt qf ITOffft ftTOrfitFfttfTOqqfTOT 
TI¥ qqq ftr qr^fft q,Tf ftr q^rroq qtr TOrft gqqfq 
ft ftqfqq qrqfftf ft, fqq qftf ft, ^ ^ ^ 

=FTO ft qrqftTO “FTTTq ftTOftq q qr ft flt< ft?TO f?qq qfftpf 

qqq ft fqqnq TOTT ft qfftfttq ft TOrfftq qPqftftt ft ftt qf TOfftt 
qfqfeftt ftt qtr sqrq qr^q feq,, fft qg ^%q arrftTO 
qqRT TT Tf ft ft; ftttrqfq^ TO qqqferqf, ftWaTORt ftft 
qgftrrrqt to, ft to ft nft gTt f, Tqfttq 4 rr t| ? rfft qg ftr 

TOftft qpqftftf ft qfftq ftf^ qqf ft ftqq ft ijqroq ftqq qftt 
ftrqt TOT qftf TOTTOfft ft TOT TO^q ftl qf qftf qt qrTOFrff 
OTTOff I ftqr qrft ft TOTTO q|qq qg ej T ftp ^ qqft ^ 

fftfgqr ft qftfftq ftfftmq ft ttoto ft qigr fftroR ft , ^ 
fq^fTOT ft TO fft^'TOt qtr wftqr, gqrqr • fti fqqrftr qqqq to 

fqqqq *qfftq ftl qq, ftt TOF ft | ^ftft ^ fft 

qfq fftoqt ftror qfror to^ »m ft gront qfftftw ^ ^ 
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qftrefoi wr «ri qfofoqq qfowTO ft foT fot tort for qfoftTOTO 
qfo % fosTO 4 ?fo I «fl H|o rrifo ffWTljfavr I Tfoi fofo-qT 
WTO j| *Fjqfq fol tor ft toto tito Trm^rr qiftror tof nfot % i 
qfoiq ftfo ffoq ffo» tott frrTOT fot fro i tr qftftqffot 4 
for totto qrqrq 4 qroq fo totoi % i 

i y qfoq, forT fq qfo ft Jrrmi tot w £, fort? tottoTO qr 
ffofa toto 4 *mpn>T fo ’bthtt qr ffoqr tort % TOqrffo for 
ifofor ffofa % fylfot W TOFfo T 7 qqF m f, for wq tort 
% mtmr qT jjftrooi+T ftofo for ftrffor fo faq Frtqroq totto- 
ffoqq qroro fprr t, i 

20 fi rqrffo? ffoWt 4 faafo fo mq nrqroq 
qfor % foro ffoq *fr^Tr fo qroftTOt frrot i 

21 “totto "Ft tt” it qronr it ttgr qar fofofa t fartrfo 

trw 4 qfo toft tofto ft i qf wprrqqr qfo t fo ffort tot qt 
trrnro qfo m 4 wfaro % sfo 4 qf for tott; % for w qfofor 
qT ktotto fot ffon fotrprq fot ftrfor qwi totto tttotot 

qrrr ^tror i TOftfor tototto qrofr qnf (i 9 <sy- 2 -qq fo ?n T -42 7 ) i 

W w 4 fq totot qrt wtfw “toft qr qro” trrrq qTTOT |, 
foffo faftr qr qrpiifoi ffow mo to to 4 qftftqffot for for w 
w fot ffot 4 wife •ft nq«r ?■, wr sqftro fo srrforfq for 
froq% writ w ^qrtnttq fern qr rfr % rtto 4 m qr to fq 
•Trptffo 'fit if ^r Tf q t, fVqr ^hi qiftn i ( tp o jffTiny1 1 

•ptrq WT TR—Po TTlfo 1 TRO 197 S-rpTc 4 to T 75 ) I ■ 

22 “tt'T •ft qq" fo fo qfo'qiqr % fo foRffot qfo 
qf ^ ^rforrr *05 tttett qf | fo tftat tmirT it ottw fen 
mqT | for RntiRnT ftm% ffor ftm It 1 ffotnfo "ftttt” 

& qnmqr %, rt? qTffotffoF foVtfor qfr £ feg f^nrqq it 
Wit qfo qfo qimT qr crffor,vr srfafor t ^ ^ fo foar 
qrr trqrm $ 1 [foqr qw wrq fqq ww —3 f rr^ rtt 
( 1953 ) lF 3 -ffotfoq foWW—foFTfo] 1 

23 q$ fo sfotfforfffor fforr w f ft ‘font «ft qq' jfor 
tftFT 5 viquqq.' fot $ ft? w qq tt ttmr wit qm foqq 
fo 1 q? fow tfnt fo qqfor t f% q? qr forr fetir pmt srfer 
ffott uit q*T> 9 V i \ ffor forpq fo Fqpr q 1 qi qr trrfqErrffo: 
wwa wtr q 7 # wfo forir gf "qnr 'ft qq” qq q %t qq 
foqfor fforr qr 'tw qqrq qr wnt | qr fqfor fetf *forr q 
fot it q^ffo^qt tt i t? qmnr fo ^t tnrtfr t fa w< ^mt 
snqt qrr tmrr ^ 1 qtr qtgr Fttq qi^t qrtqr Tnqsqt q^t ^ 1 
‘Wn” q foqqrvt jtt fir# *rrrTR qnqqt fottfo % 1 for iqrq q 
ft srraTt «ft ntf qfFt qfr ?t ftr wfo tw fefot ^ 1 (ifojq 
for tpt qstq qqw font wm u i utt wtt 34 i- 34 i-qfo 
gwqRTTqraq) i w P#t qm% q fo w^i qfotv % 
qiqfo qt ffo^tt q Tfow ffotr q*iT ^ 1 

24 Wq>‘ fo qtfq qqq; % qTqq q qfoT fo w tnwnqi 

ftraKfr qf, fforfo qfo an fo fo tqrq 4 t^tt srw fo 
qm, qf gtFRt for fmt ft? 102 for 191 q 

rreq for ttw ffo^TT wt fo tTqwm % ftrq ffofor ffofmfo 
fo fofoife qfof qftr qqqfo % >fr© wr q^pq | 1 

25 ftmfe foqtrrq % w qqqqt qq foforrq ftrttrq qmt 
fo •Frforftm it em t^rt | 1 Rre $ ft: qf j?fp- fforr 
rntr ft? qq qr ffofr ttpt fo qifoifo+i otf fo ffomr m 
% qqrfo tt qfoqq for 4 ftfttrnffq ftwr w: ftrfot ft? fforr 
qsrt % rtTFT srfo ftraftfe q for, ffofr Fqftrrr fowrqrfq 
ffotrr q snttffo jjq ftrr wrr Ttfo ffotfafT q fot^ftfr q yfo 
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qftq tfe qfofot tt tttr w fo 1 for •rfoTiftr+r rmriT 
t qm ffotqqn tt ftfo fo qry ;rr qrt -or, qTftqftr qr qq ftwq 
rrr rr n^ntr rr qqr-Tsr rr q qnjw q t qi 7 TrftHqr |, for 
fo qq'rfqr foforqr ffot m for w rrr rr T i*fe ! 3 qri ^kt 
ft? mfor jfm qt^ qrftrqiT Jirnr q- for irrq for mr® ■nqvrq fomr 
qfo fttwr wt fo nrtq q n i to wqq ffofer q for 
qffonq q w q rrrfor fo-r mf rfo tfr ipfor ttoftt ^r 
tpr 1 ^fot T?r rr TTr-TTfor qrrmi for rmfofw foqTn’rrt q 
nforr Rtot q fa« -*fr r^rr isroq ”t?w fo q'PTT ^ 1 for 
qrqfor q ftrrrrpr k ftr formr-n Tqqwr qr fo ftrt qr 
?q ftr^p tr q i 1 (farpTq ftr? ferqfot tfF F?q % qrqit 
q 1 i 9 s, q ftiforq smiiq fo qr, 51 1 >tto ttr 1 to 10) 1 
ftfor ffotffo qffoqftr vV qtq'iTftTrr rr?Frr arm ffom pfofo 
t ffor q nfo sirr ftrifor ^ 1 ttt ftrfofqq nror qq qrqifo 
qvqq q tot w nrrif rr Trf nqnq qrrq war fttftt ft. ^rmr 
fqqr TORTT TOlffo I 

2 g f'q F^t q?ro qr qr Fqpr Tirr tofr qrftq 1 qq q? i 
fq qft ffofr qinro q 4 T qTrqr ffonfr ffoqq q^q | fo w 
ftraror fo qntq ft^n wit fa w ffofer qqqrqr w 7 ftfor 
ttth q TF«m qr qqq ^for ’for tot fforr fofor fo ^ftr toitot 1 

27 fra qrqrr q ?j attot P f=r w foaftwr towt foq 
'(ttqrq q ft ft? fforfr wfe tn utfe qq fo wni; fot for 
ffottqt for fof qq pto *q ir for for qfforrq to |, ffog 
fot w nfor % tot qqre g" q rmrrr qr fot qroro q fot q 
■(SM’fqr q °F J T TifrOT fof WfTOT TORTT TOTfltq 1 

2 s fo t q? rnq tt qq If it for sfor qfofor ffor^w 
qr qqHrrrq qrfo qr ffoq qqr wr qfwyq totto q» ^ fq rmt 
w rma qq q fht qfoq q fq for ttrw mt for sqftq ^ i 
Hit R y i eto m | ft? ffo w q tototj q wfoftr for qf f, qf 
rr.jro?q 102 qr srofok lyi fo Trqftfoq wt tt tt ffo fo^rr, 
fo at Ft jpto for TOrorr wfe fforq w% rom topto qrrfTr | 
jq froftre qftrorqr q qfo q q tt fotq qqfor 
qT foqTOT'fo tt -qfor I'roq q TOFI qfor tt fom whttot t i 
fo qrfor ft m?.t '? froqq Vti qq for st ferq totto nro ft 
?rnq f qr ^fqqwr qt q ttitot fq tot qfot | fq qqfof 
jroro q;r% qtTO «qftq totot qqt t 7- wt t feg; sr rtroqT t 
fa qq qq qqqfo for q for qr fqpqq fo i w tott if qt ffoi 
q|t fon ft? qf qq ' tow qq qq” for £ i w qs^ q qfenq q 
wt qqq (ffofoi froroFro iqffoqqq, 1959 (14)59 >ft qqfw 
fofofoq 10) fof tJtTt 3 q »rt qf ffor qfot ‘toft w qq“ fot 
' wfor qrrro qroq tottot” tt qfor qfqrfor $ 1 w TFftft it, 
qq qr, q ft? tto qq fot qrorroq fii ju i 9. <4 for FJtfttr ft it 9 
qr, toto ffotr qqr | 1 

39 rfon fq wtototo rqrarroq stto wffoqfoftTr farm to 'i, 
f»Fqr toft q qq fo stto qfot for troffo q tm q ijf wrow 
for ft f% ftrftroro w q qf Tfi tot rr% ft? qf Wf ffor foNT 
qr ffoqq wtot ft, for toft qqpq ffonn 1 

10 ?r wt^t qTqro q tort qr tt TOraFwfq^forqt frorofor 
totoI wr for fo t, qfofot w q?w f>n 1 TOffoni* rrroFrr: sm 
ir sfroro qrfo fo froq 11 tfitto, 1 yso qr TOfoi fqq tot; wfot 

TO W,_ TOTTO rqr^ RT 4 fot TO 4 | ftr foirTOTOre p-ropn % ffoT 

fo feror to ffoq foroffotr q w«nfor qq q w TOrffrsr q ftrq 
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^31!^ fajpt? fe?r tott spfer topto? ?!? qtm |, to? 
to! 4 P p?fk % fa? wt tot ??? top % fa? rot pqr fe ppft 
feropqfe r pptc .?ff ft topt |, ?w ft ft pt ffaat fr, ffe? 

fen gnft fr M ft 'TOT | i" q? art? rofe ?fe ??fer ft 

2000 to pfaPT? q? pftfe? fta? fen to??t i pqpfe'?faw f 
?tt i it pfeqrfpct ? fafta? cfpptoto fafafTC tot It qffefa? 
fet fetT ?? I I ??. ?f FTC I fe TO q? % pt? ftp? TOST 

fttr | i top: qfttror f fa? p? top totr fr ?ft | fe pp 

q? q? top?? fa?q? TOfer ?§ ?mr pto q?ro | p??t feftr 
5 tkt pfetr rntr fat fat?? cpt? qrtft % fa? ?rsp fro? TOpt | i 
to? p?fet % prpftt ft fept q? qft art? qrfe qfe ®qfq? ft 
fatten ft tc ftft fr pfer to? ft fafe? | i faff ffefa ft rorfe 
qfrf q? fror % to? ?r nrfr tf? %- to? to? ?? q?^ t^r ft 
feat tts? ptqnt % ftfta?qrRi qrpqTfaq:, pfa? pt? % ?f ?ft' 

ft toto | fe ftf to? q? q? TOT TOT ft ? ?? to? i ?fa TO* 

qftf q? fet rofe to fafta? fit tot ft nftTOtfr? ^ ^ t 
?tk trq; ??r q? pfa? fe?r wife ffefa fro ft Ptfe | i 
TOJ? P1P% ft faff ffefa P^T I I 

31. TO ft?P ft pfaTOtTS TIP? TO3TO % TO PR? ft fTOtft 

fafer? if ft to fefaffas f, fror ?i pfeni | fe «fr ftfa? tto 
feftp pfafafa f q? q?t am qfet ?t% ®rfer % to ?r frot 
?pfer, ?r tot TOi?-q:r?? # fet f^?p ?ft ft? i ?f q? 
to 5 ? to % «ft ?fer fro % fe? ?fe? ?ft fe?r ??t ?r ?fet 
to% spt q???R: ?f? fe? ?fe % g? «fr srfeK? ^ «? sftr 
TO qs% TOT 2 f?P -^o qfTOT? ?? ?%fTO TO? TOT ?T TOT 
?f ftraro f?ftfrc to t TOrafer fe?r ??t f ‘TOfo? 

qp?r tttoto f fe fero ?fe?f? wt q? ftt? ?? 

qtf i 

32. ??% nfeftro *«fr ?fer to? qft ?n? ft? ?m f??ERr 
sftr wf ? jt?to “qftf ’tot a?t? '?t??t” q? ft to ?fer ?t 
TO% g? 3?TO qft TO(f? “?T?f?” TOC “TOcft” TO ?3fTf? ?? ?T?T 
TO?T ?Tff? I 27 TOTTO, 1981 ft ?lfr feT ?? TOtTO ?T%? 

Jr "tro” q? to q?r? ?fr |?t |, TOfo? ?o ??to ?t?T to%?: 
fe ?lt ?'tf? TO? ft TO? ftf ?!% feraft ?t? TOff % ???? ??? 
?ff TOTO f -I ?f? TOTOT ?f TO fe ?? It TO? f? ?TOl' % firq 

?f front ?fr ft? ?tcrf???T| ??tot sra totT fe? ?? wta? 

% from TOfra n top?, 19 so % ft ft ?tt ?? ? ° 1873 
to qro 1 ?r ft?T ?Tff? ?r 1 frog frof? ??t ?ft | iTrff? 

11 TOrro, 1S80 % srfer ft ?t?? ?f ???tTTO?rTOffti fe?f 

^TOffe? I 5ft ft ?'tf? TO? ft’ ?T ?TO TTTO TO?[ ffef f I 
?% ft ft ?lfT ??? ? “TOT?” fts fe|T ft I 

33 . ?fe ?f ^ fe'T ?f ?T? ?t fTOTVTOTT fe TO ?'tf? TO? 

% ?T?f q? ?rf?TOTT? TPTOt f 27-8-1981 f TO?? ? TOP? 

TOT f TOFcjqrf?? ffTTOTT ?ftt TTsfr % ?kTT ft TOTOTf ft TO?t 
?TffT ft ?t ?f TORTO ft ^ ft TOftTO f TOTTORTOt ?tf? TO? 

% q$t if ?ft ?T?t TOf ?TOTt f I 5 ? ??? it «? ?TO f ??arTTOT 

% ftf? ff tot ft ?tf? to? qrofe f pro? | ffc ttott: totto 

TOWt? TOTOCf f trof ?f?m? f W?S5? 10? % TOTfel?? “tot?” 

^fr tot pro? I, fttrofeff? ?rm ft s?t? ^ tott tort ?rff? 1 - 

34. TO ?tfq ??? ? 27 TOTT?, 1981 ft f?tf ?f?i?fff 
q:r to??p: ?f? fro? ?r 1 TO?t? ? ?f fe^rt fro? crferonf ?tot 
it ferofefe? ?f?%w fetr? ?q it ???r? ? fe?ft ^* 3 ? % ?.qt 
ftro ?tfr f??fe ro q?r toto? | toSt fe?% ?frrtqt f?t 


ferof ?> qfron? f???r? | .-- 

(i) ?f?TOT? ??? fr frf toto ro'l ??TOPt top: totot? 

f trot to? ??; ; 

(ii) flf?TO?t? RTOT if TOttfi? f J??'!? f fe? TOT ??T 
tferror, 

(iii) Ttf?TOTT| ??? t TORT? f TO?f? %. fe 15 , 5 fTO ?T% 
TOffraf to tfertc (?t?q?i tfetjT); 

(iv) f? ??t % ??fe? fe<? ^q; to? ??? tot? ?ff?r 

35. ?f fefr fro? pfeTOTt? ??? ? to nfifeft ?to ?i: 

srfefeqt ir front? 3;?? ff?t ??t ?|? ?t ?tto to ?to 

pro? | 1 ?fi??? tfroro if ?q> q?ft ^ ??fa? r?t ?fefe??T 
"ropfr?” ?fer ft ?f g 1 top?? | fe to w! ? tot? ?fe f® 
q?fr % feet fr ft ?tf? f?? spt ???n? fe?r ??r 1 1 27 ????, 
i 98 i fr q???p: ?f? rofr % ?F?r? fffst? frost f to??r 
roftf frot ?t sroqit? q?ro f. frotq? ??it so to? ?t i to? 
fetrot, i 98 i it ???t? ff?r ??r ft 2 oe w? q? ??m? fe?r 
??t fe?ir 2 oto?to, 1981 -frqff >rf (sfiqft?) q?ro ftpfi?- 
fe? ft, TO?ff sfr ?'tf? 7?? q? qt TOPT sft ?ft ?) TO% ’RfT rotcTT 
| fe fet ro?roft ^ ^?r feT ?? ? ?tt rotq? ?ron? ffen? 
f roro#? 103% TOft? tPtqfcT f ??« ?r?ro pfero frotrof 
f qrotro fqtrr ??r 1 

36 . Wt 5 TTTR, TSTO TOt f 3 ?t? f feq TOT ?t TO? ?TT 

if qtf TOfefferr | ff?if tor?? (ftferoro) ?tt qrreft? ?itot? 

<fe PT? ?f%p ft ?f I I fit? TOcftP ftPT I fe TOn qtf TOf?fe?r 

ft "TOferora”' ?ff? ft ?t |V ?t? if feft ?f 1 1 srfqppp tott 
TOP fr? ?ramT f fe? n't? fit q? %n? pitot f s?trot ^ profe? 
fe? ? ?fii? fe?T ??t | f r qq: topt?ito ?tp 1 1 feroros fero- 

fe? TOTfT it TO ?f I I fTT afef:S?T ?Pt PTC PP? ???, P T<rM 

to? 5 ?, fer feror, ^?if tototo ?rt? qt ?!???[ % ?fe if f 1 ptc | fe 

PTOTTOapT 5? PTJ?t qff PTTOT PTPff? TO?fe?t f feff PfT ft PTOft I 

?5 f? 5 ?TP qrorr qts? | fe rorr fe ?fett ?prr fe?r |, fet? 
??? ft fr ?f TOft p?t pitot? fef ? irfefefe f ^q ^ ??fe 
tt?? ?fe?t f ffeR ?fe?T % f?fet to p?? fa?? qrft % ?rtp- 
ffa qfe 5 ? ^ pqfap ?r ? fe trs? p?t f prow % ?? ^ pp? 
pto t pqffarar ^fa ffepi ?TPi?^pp? q? qr?p pro 17-8-&1 
% 18 - 9 -si pqr p?t fmqqft? p? 23-11-81 it 24-12-81 pqt 
|?T?TI 

37. Tttqt q?? f fero; tfr ?| top. tot: ? fefr TOfafepr | 

ft Pt?P: TOPft? ftt ?!??• TOfefPP pfecr ft ?f ^ I ??TftPT? 
qqtpo PTorRjof o 2 5 f fa? "TT'T ?+? 16 - 9 - 19 S 1 ? 777 %^?“^ 
if PITOT fe? ?? PTT? pfappi? ???, PP? pqp^-pfap pi? ??? pfep 

fet> ?ro; 1 1 to^ |t ??? ft irop fr tpt? ?t topto r? ?fa qpfetror ffaf 
it totoj: ft pitot ?fr it pqfer #?r fe tfroet' ft ?fe? 1 1 ?i ?t 
ft “pnpfi?” it pqrft i ?r spfqro'cr i ?fr pto? pafe sfarofe 
srfai^ePT ft qrraft? fit arfeTOt? ptrofa ?fep ft qf |, topto? * 
prromt ft ftfe ftt fatq?r? tot ft sptfapp ptrofer ft pfaro pfero 
ft ?f | feft pttot f ?f prfat f ffe ft ?ft qft s?t? ft '{ft |TO, 
ro? fe to? ?qt ft ?fa? |, Pp????? tot ft ffe ?it ptpt to pqror i 

38 . IPl’ tmt, PtTp/fepJTO', 19 S 1 ft pffap 5 §Tf r ?fe 

5 ?fer?t f tfrost (nraqpt tfrost) ft p?r ?fafas?r tPTfPtt 
prorffep |, feg ?? p??i?r 14 S 9 ftt 1490 % ?r? ft ?rfr toi? ft 
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fefffer p;to srfaffe farm TOTf toto fewfe fife t i ^ 
faroraror Jjferojw if fe tot qfeife wr TO ir$ £ i fe jfew rpt 
Ir twfer to£ srfefeafe % ttftTO“tftt feTOfe TOm TO ■jesfed few 
tot &, fewj totor tot tjtoft feu ^ <, i p s 1 TO iff few i 

39 ftsrfTfT few faffenw wfefemr TO tprw if, w =# 

m ttrtt tf fe feTOffem tto fe to fe q£ f i ym TOF to? 
7 W | fro wm »f fe tow m ; w fe fe TOTOw ferr tot qf fefet 
few feTOron? to if top , wtoft ftw TOfeqiW TO tow % qqfe 
Ft ^to twt'.ft few rf? i 

4u. fe TOfero TTrtr TO top fe fror TO toTO wttf qq 

TOW 7000 Wf JPT WWW feTT «TT I TO( ffewq WW fefe | 

fe pro fertffer ttw m wTO zqfamrcr toTwt % ffef W 5 
?ffrr ir to fewnfe tot tow few fer totto n fe ws w TO 
TO wwt 50 fe w ww to‘ w if w totoft «w 
fewntTf tot ^ttof qfe TOiw, TOfe *1 fe wu to - wttw qfeiT 1 

41 . fe F if fe fe wferowT fen ft w wst fe wfero 
( 1 ) if ( 3 ) if fefehvi fefewrTOfe nferfen TOTOfefer nfetfert 
qfw wfe t fe wtof! wferorfe w?T wfawr to if ww 
feTOfTO TO W if h H fe| TO fe Wg fefe nfefeftf % W if qq trrnrf TOTO 
% tofw fTOffer fewnfe tot feTOro tow 4 . j 4 tot qqiqi * toiui ^ 1 
ferfa TOwn up: nra n^r wnf r%r 1 «fr nfer tah am *j»ranr 
«pt m q^ff irn: Tfeqr, 19 8 i % «nn if, Tndn Tnsqfe qir n?r 
Rjff smj^ qfer $ qrmn ffr 13511 

fernn mr ffeT |fe ffer afeffenf =iff ^KniiT# “tfht 
trfnfvr” % *n if nfer qfr vk ^rafe % fep ^ to Nt n 
qnfe qff sromfen TRRff qmr qq qfff mrr n?ff «n 1 

42 nw n«ff q; -fen if fe:nfef nff fefef fetron | fe 
nrffe 27 «rror, 1981 IrnTTpfer wfer if nfepfer fefefet wfe 
toI qn pt 4 mn^ ifFfet qm Pifen rr^ «fe ofn^R i s ^totr 
wfe Tffip qfenffet i mr >sfr nfenTTmif nsf tot nr 

feTOn: qrp qn ifewf qmf, nFranT^, nam ipr nTfffenr, feffefe 
<pt nnnr qmr feffeftrw feq'tnff wfe wtff £ trfefa n^f 
wt^ ^ffe ^ "jh nfer "iff nfen ir ^ 1 tot if qnr fenro; 
19 81 Tm ^n gfesmt to gnnfe to% if n? mrsn topto fe 
feqfaafofefsr to qq mn ^ nror ?ffe qq ^ Tfn" nn fe ■5n to to 
amn qmr ih TOfer ir qfer ^n w if tott imn tot% sjff nwr 
qif to nffef ^ r totp TTfirffer, tot ^feamf ^ ^qn qqamq 
qrqir totpt *fr nfefenq qff w t mffeFr iffe afem feff fferro 
r iM nrq TmnronT ffrra tttot >p wq if n^f fron TOnT ^ 1 

43 . pff n) ttot qff qfrr ^ na qmr fenr nnr ^ fe '3TOTO 
•pfe ?rffeT nre to nfenf to %nffq nfeff to nm ^nrorn tot tttot 
fern totott nr 1 nTmTOror nrj topt ffesff nfferf qfe tnferro 
nynfef tot fffro % fe 3 Fif tow fern TOmf toAto ^5 
tott tot mffe TOfe tok tot tortt qmf qfr totto, a^frfer & feqr 
tot nronr 1 1 dferrorr i fefft feqfe totto tot % ferof tottotto 
TOT % TOT TOiJT TOTTO | fe TO 7 frfeHTT ir TOnf TOTf STTOlTO % ffqn 
if %TOffe TTTTOTT TOT fefem TffST TOWnf TOT TOW TO^ I STfe TOTf 

ffero^ feroTwr | fe ?n nffmrfero nferowff % wwnro pgn 
■»ff «ff nfertror TOfTOTOfenfenq? ffefe ffefenr ^ferivT 

TOT 'jq'fffTf TOtA TOT TWOT fo^OT |f »ffe d*Hfef ^ iff n 1 f 1.3 

27 TOTOPT, 1 981 % Ffetrff n*|r TOlff TO TOfe n^f smfT t' I 


14 "sq^ror toftoT ir tto |fe imfe htto tot qro bttto 

qmr TOFT TO ■ fe n . TOTT TOWTTOTOTTO ^ fe TOfr: TOTO nRW TOT^ 

tomt ^wfer iFftn nfe ai wh Trffenq tot ottow toto ^tott nurff 
ir nfenjTOi' ^ ir ns fira ffnn $ fe *sfr nfeTT'qn ^ n%r rtfk 
nPTrrro towto rmn tot ^ fe 27 nw, 19 s 1 to feroanf wfe 
TO?ff % tNw Tfef totti ^ 1 fen fe gnwr tot ^ror tot ^ttoto if 
w fefrn? afen q.T aq nffewre tottok toTt ?ff Tffer 
tjttt feff ir nTfr nruw Tffr nTOfronf ^ fen m totowt “n fe TOnir 
^ff nferornn qn nrfnr towtot tot qqrfw qrfe to fen 4 Ri fvi j 
n#f a fenroT tottow ^fepr toto % tor Ftur-nv, 19 8 1 % mfer 
nro few w, toto Tffef wr winn few tow tot i i^r n'TOn if 

nTfewfero TOfew qff jrownr if ajfenpn toto ir tstt qfr toNT 

wfef 1 nfwrrn to yqq'af to 'tow qfe wfero Fmfiff TO w^ttf 
wwW tot 3 fero totow ^ fe 4 ^ fer awn tot afern toTO TOf Tf'fe- 
aw if few w fewfewr nqtff wwsff ir feff frfew ^fen qf wn 
TO'faW'Tfnro totTOit wt qfew TOi ^ % mfe TO fen ^f 1 

45 . WTOT qfeffefeff if, ?TOTOWf ftWITTOT TOT WR fe nTORTWTO 
gfw wfep I 

46 towto fe mr | fe if twto jrt mj feirfefefffe totw 
j fe fe fefW tjw nffewrs trtof TO nf fefe if fefer afe- 
fefe tot qq nrror tow TO ttwr qr twit nw tot nwrr 5 W TO 
fen 102 ( 1 ) (to) to wfw ffe^nr ir aw ^r an 1 1 n? 

qq nroq sr^fer TO anfefe TO fen 'fern tot tot” towt qnnTTT 1 

if twroro: nfwrw TO Tnw&T 103 ( 2 ) TO wife Tr»?qfe TOT tot3 

wfer fe wrfe tot TOrr jt i 

.[mi 7(2l)/82feo II] 

TrFoTO» Mfe wror tot ijqq ffetfeq fe^fe 
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ntferofr, 3 iwipt, 1982 

MINISTRY OF T AW, JUSTICE & COMPANY AFFAIRS 
(Legislative Department) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 8th September, 1982 

S.O. 654(E).—The tollowing Order made by the President 
is published for general information ;— 

ORDER 

Whereas a question has arisen before the President as a 
icsnlt of a joint petition dated the 20th November, 1981, 
filed by S/Shri C. T. Dbandapani, MP., Satyendran, M.P, 
and others as to whether Shri R.- Mohanarangam, h sitting 
member of the Council of States has become subject to the 
disqualification mentioned in article 102(l)(a) of the Cons¬ 
titution by virtue of his holding the office of the Special 
Representative of the Government of Tamil Nadu at New 
Delhi: 

And whereas, the President has sought the opinion of the 
Flection Commission under article 103(2) of the Constitution 
with reference to the said question ; 

And whereas, the Election Commission has given its opinion 
(vide Annrxurc) that the said Shri R. Mohanarangam has 
become subject to the disqualification for being n member of 
the Council of Slates under article 102(1)(a) by virtue of 
his holding the office of the Special Representative of the 
Government of Tamil Nadu at New Delhi which is for the 
purpose of the said article to be treated as an ‘office of 
profit’; 
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Now,'therefore, I, Zail Singh, President of India, in exer¬ 
cise Of the powers conferred on me under article 103 of the 
Constitution do hereby decide, in accordance with the opinion 
of the Election Commission that the said Shri R. IVfohanaran- 
gam has become subject to the disqualification mentioned 
in article 102(1) (a) of the Constitution for being a member 
of the Council of States. 

Rashtrapati Bhavan, ZAIL SINGH, 

New Delhi, President of India 

the 8th September, 1982. 


BEFORE THE ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
Reference Case No. 7 of 1981 

(Reference from the President of India under article 
103(2) of the Constitution of India). 

In Re: Disqualification of Shri R. Mohanarangam, a sitting 
member of the Council of States. 


the 27th August, 1981 the Government of Tamil Nadu issued 
G.O.Ms. No. 1664, Public (Special-A) which purported to 
contain the terms and conditions applicable to Shri R. Mohana- 
rangam who has been appointed as Special Representative 
under the order of the Government of Tamil Nadu dated 10th 
August, 1981. The order of the 27th August, 1981 states 
that Shri Mohanarangam “will not be entitled to any hono¬ 
rarium, or allowance or any other pecuniary benefit what¬ 
soever, as holder of the post of Special Representative”. 

6. The petition raising the question of disqualification of 
Shri Mohanarangam was filed before the President under 
article 103 of the Constitution on the 20th of November, 
1981. 

7. The Commission held hearings on 19-7-82, 31-7-82 and 
11th August, 1982 and arguments were heard through coun¬ 
sel on behalf of both the parties. 

8. ISSUES : 

The following issues were framed including the first as a 
preliminary issue :— 


OPINION 

This reference under article 103 of the Constitution 
raises the question as to whether Shri R. Mohanarangam, a 
sitting member of the Rajya Sabha, has become subject to 
the disqualification mentioned in article 102(1 )(a) of the 
Constitution by virtue of his holding the position of the 
Special Representative of the Government of Tamil Nadu 
at New Delhi. 

2. The question before the President arose as a result of 
the joint petition dated 20-11-81 filed by Sarvashri (1) C. T. 
Dhandapani, M.P. (2) Satyendran, M.P. (3) Dr. A. Kalanidhi, 
M.P. (4) L. Ganesan, M.P. (5) K. Mayathevar, M.P. and 
(6) N. V. N. Somu, (7) P. Ponnurangam, (8) Paummal 
Nallathambi, (9) N. Ramachandran. (10) S Balan, (11) 
Durai Murugan, (12) S. Ramalingam, (13) D. Rajaratnam, 
and (14) D. Purusbothaman, all M.L.As of Tamil Nadu. 

3. The relevant facts are briefly as under :— 

On 11th August, 1980, by Order No. G.O.Ms. 18.73 the 
Government of Tamil Nadu accorded sanction for the crea¬ 
tion of a temporary post of Special Representative for the 
Government of Tamil Nadu at New Delhi for a period of 
three years with effect from the date on which the appointee 
took charge or till the reed for it ceased, whichever was 
earlier. The holder of the post was allowed a consolidated 
salary of Rs. 2.000 per month. Shri Pavalar M. Muthu- 
swamv was appointed as the Snecial Representative for a 
'period of three vears. His appointment was made termin¬ 
able one month’s notice on either side. He was .Plowed 
the status of a Minister of tb’ Tamil Nadu Government. The 
Government Order referred to above also provided for 
certain privileges like free funished accommodation and 
boarding at Tamil Nadu House, me c f C ar as annlicable to a 
Minister, TA & DA etc. 

4. By G.O.Mk 1551 dated 10th August, 1981. fh<’ Govern¬ 
ment of Tamil Nadu accepted the resignation of Shri M. 
Muthiw'amy as Special Representative of Government of 
Tamil Nadu at New Delhi with effect from the date o f 
relief. 


5. Shri Mohanarangam was elected to Rajva Sabha on the 
29th June. 1980 The Government of Tamil Nadu, bv it" 
G.O.M.s. No. 1552. PubJF (S^ecHI \). dated 10th August. 
1981 appointed Shri R. Mohanarangam as Special Repre¬ 
sentative for the Government of Ti~>f! Nadu at Delhi with 
effect from the date he took over from '■'fri M. Muthuswamv 
He assumed office on the 27th August 1981 The assump¬ 
tion of office on the 27tb Anmist, 1981 took place in the 
Secretariat of Tamil Nadu before the Chief Minister of 
Tamil Nadu, Shri 1VP. G. Ramnchandrpi In the order of 
10th August. 1981 appointing shri R Mohanarangam it is 
stated that the terms and conditions relating to the appoint¬ 
ment of Shri Mohanarangam would be issued separately. On 


(1) Is the present post of Special Representative of 
Tamil Nadu Government an ‘office’ within the 
meaning of article 102(1) of the Constitution? 

(2) Is Shri R. Mohanarangam, the Special Representa¬ 
tive of Government of Tamil Nadii in receipt of 
advantages, benefits or gains, not ordinarily available 
to an M.P.? 

(3) If so, does it amount to accepting an office of profit 
under the Government of Tamil Nadu by Shri R. 
Mohanarangam with effect from 27th August, 1981 ? 

9. FINDINGS: 

Issue 1 : The expression ‘office of profit’ used in articles 
102(1)(a) and 191(1)(a) of the Constitution has not been 
defined either in the Constitution or in the Representation of 
the People Act, 1951. Therefore, whenever a question of 
disqualification based on this ground is raised, it becomes 
necessary to examine each case on its merits. The three 
elements involved in regard to this particular disqualification 
are : (i) whether the position held by a member is an ‘Office’- 
(u) if so, whether it is an ‘office of profit’ ; and (iii) if so,’ 
whether it is an office under the Government of India or 
<!rv»/<\?y ernmen * an - v State within the moaning of article 
102(1 Xa) or, as the case may be, article 191(l')(a) of the 
Constitution. 


to. J fie word Office has various meanings depending upon 
-! S £°?] ex f-. By , !} ? c use of two expressions i.e., ‘office and 
its holder in relation to the disqualification as envisaged in 
article n>2(l 1(a), g is indicated without any ambigirty that 
there must be an ‘Office’ which exists Independently of the 
holder of the office. Further, the very fact that the Parlia¬ 
ment and Legislature of a State have been authorised by 
~ e Constitution to declare an office of profit not to disqualify 
TT, C ° nfal, 4 tes exLten.ee of an office apart from its 
bolder There can however be cases where in order to make 
use of fh? special knowledge, talent, skill or experience of 
certain persons, posts are created which exist only for so long 
as hose persons hold them. In those cases, it cannot be said 
that such persons are not holders of office The mere fact 
that the post which a person holds will cease to exis* as 
. a . s , h f “ «P or f hat another person cannot be 

appointed to that post, cannot b e a ground for holding that 
that mi does not hold an office. An ‘Office’ usually, means 
a posmon or place to which certain duties are attached 
special y one of a more o r less public character. These 

seriesTf cS *** ^ received judicia1 recognition 

11 Now, the question is whether, bv applying the above 
tests to the case at band, it can be held that the Special 
Representative of Tamil Nadu Government at New Delhi is 
an Office under the Tamil Nadu Government or not. within 
the meaning of article 102(1) of the Constitution. 
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12. It it is held to be an ‘office’, then there is no doubt 
that it ls an office undei the (lovemment of Tamil N;du as 
the specific orou o£ crcutum of the post has been issued 
by that Government ana the p„st is undfii the on eel adminis¬ 
trative contiol oi that Government, wn.ch has also the 
authority to appoint and terminate the appointment. 


13. Shri S. S. Ray, Senior Counsel, appearing on behalf 
of Shu Mohanarangam. wh'o raised the above preliminary 
issue, urged that the terms and conditions applicable to Shri 
Mohanarangam as Special Representative for Tamil Nadu 
are personal to him, i.e. to the holder, and not to an office 
as sueft and that these tcrm s were d.ffeient for different per¬ 
sons. According to him, T a person is engaged on certain 
terms to do duties assigned to him. his employment to do 
those duties did net create an office. In suppo.t of this 
argument, he < iled die case of Gieat Western Railway 
Company v. Bater (8-Tax Cases-231) wherein Justice Rowlatt 
observed as follows :— 


“Now it is argued, and to my,mind aigued most for¬ 
cibly, that that shows that what those who use the 
language of the Act of 1842 meant, when they 
spoke of an office or an employment, wrs an office 
or employment which was 1 a subsisting, permanent, 
substantive position which had an existence inde¬ 
pendent from the person who filled it, which went on 
and was filled m succession by successive holders; 
and tf you merely had a man who. was engaged on 
whatever terms, to do duties which were assigned to 
him, his employment to do those dories did not 
create an offi e to which those duties were 
attached. He merely was employed to do certain 
things and that is an end of it; and if there was 
no office or employment existing in the case as a 
thing, the so-called office or employment was 
merely an aggregate of the activities of the parti¬ 
cular man for the time being And 1 think my¬ 
self that that is sound,” 


The above observations of Justice Rowlatt in that" case 
which have been quoted with approval by the Supreme 
Court in Smt, Kan*a Kathuua v. Manak Chand Surana 
(AIR 1970 SC 694) were stiongly relied upon by Shri Ray. 


14. In terms of the G.O. Ms. No. 1873, dated the 11th 
August, 1980 issued by th e Tamil Nadu Government, the 
post of Special Representative was s-nctionad for 3 years 
from the dug on winch the appointee took charge. Shri 
M. Muffin:wamy was unpointed to this post prior to Shri 
Mohanai angam. The order in G.CXMs. No. 1552 dated the 
10th August, 1981 appointing Shri Mohanarangam was speci¬ 
fically to the effect that he was being appointed with effect 
from the date he took over from Shri Muthuswamy. When 
Shri Moh'-vprangam took over as Spe ial Representttive, no 
post was created afreffi; the cost already existed and it was 
independent of its holder. Specific duties have been attach¬ 
ed to the post. In these respects, here is foicv in the sub¬ 
missions made by Sh r , T S. Kriffimriurtby. Senior Counsel 
appearing for petitioner No. 14, who relied on the order 
.creating the pert of Special Representative in Tamil .Nadu 
anff theYrdei nppo'nrine Shri Mohanai angam. 

15 The «r>e’al principles d.VuUed above are satisfied 
wiffi lesncvt *r> the effi-c of S-eria! Representative for Tamil 
N"ffit hc'l.i by Shri Mohanaiangam For these reasons, the 
first iscv ffiouM be answered in the offi'motive, -kcccrdingly. 
I hold ffi-’t Shri R t’ohpni incam has been holdffig a n 
‘ofpi e' i"*dcr *hc Govermeni of Tamil Nadu. 


16 ISSHFS 2 and 3 : 

The other two issues i e. whether Shri R. Mohanarangam 
is in'receipt of advantages, benefits or gains not ordinarilv 
available to a Menffi -r of i‘:irliamont .and d 'es it amount 
to accepting an offio/- of o-ofit coder the Government of 
Tamil Nadu by Sh'i Mohai-'rangam with effect from 27-8-81 
may bp conveniently taken together. In the context of 
the fac!. (T the cas^, these issues are not susceptible to 


tcauy made ansvets but arc admittedly ticklish. A close 
examination of oo'.ii the fact., and the legal and the Consti¬ 
tutional ptovisions becomes udeessary. 

17. Shrt Ray iclicd saongty on the tcims and conditions 

of appointment oi Shri Mohanai angam as laid down in 
retail Nadu Government G.O.Ms. No. 1664 dated the 27th 
August, 1981 fexhibit II to the petition), read with G.O.Ms. 
No.' 1552 dated the 10th August, 1981. According to him, 
only these te.m.. and conditions would be relevant and 
mates ta! tor Commission’s ‘consideration. In terms of these 
oidcrs, Shr: Mohan'"angam is holding the post in an 
honorwy capa-ify u nd is not entitled to any honorarium, 
allowances or any cthqr pecuniary benefit wha*soevei as 
holuer of me post of opet'ul Representative, .recording to 
him, th-re should be some pecuniary gain to the holder of 
office to make it an oflice of piofit, and in construing 
vhe her an office is an office of profit, one should look only to 
the terms ot appointment and not to any administrative lapse 
in enfor.jng those <e-ms or enjoyment 'of any benefit out¬ 
side the scope of those teims or in contravention thereof, 
i le h is pleaded that those matters are extraneous to the 
legal is before the 'Eiectior v ■ '-..1 they are in 

fact the concern of the • • ■ . . . 1 * and the 
appointee. He further urged that for the purpose of article 
102 the Commission is not cco'c.ned with them. In support 
of the above submission, he relied on the decision in Ravanna 
Subbannv v. G.S. Kaggc'rappa (AIR 1954 SC 653). 

18. A-, against these arguments, I must frankly admit that 
no real assistance w s lendered by Shri T. S. Krishnamurthy, 
the ccunsel on the other side. K? was content with simply 
drawing attention to a number of entries in the log books 
relating to the maintenance and use of the official cars o' 
Tamil Nadu House at Delhi, bill books, cash receipts, 
re;ords of telephone calls, certain catering charges and re¬ 
cords relating to occupation of accommodation in the 
Tamil Nadu House at New Delhi. ObviouJy, his attempt 
was to show ifcat Shri Mchqnaiorgam was enjoying certain 
perquisites, privileges and benefits attached iO the office 
and that he effected payment in respect of various items 
shown in those records only after he became aware of the 
petition presented to the President, with a view to taking his 
case out of the disabling provisions of the Constitution re¬ 
lating to disqualification. He also referred to the terms and 
conditions of appointment as made applicable to the earlier 
appointee to the post, i e. Shti M. Muthuswamy. He stated 
that he would be able to prove his case if the officials main¬ 
taining ffie relevant records in the Tamil Nadu House at 
Delhi and Sh'i Mchananngam were produced and he was 
allowed to cross-examine them to ascertain the true facts. 
He d : d rot re r er to any case law. In these circumstances, my 
taA fr-s become lenlly difficult. 

19. Though, as already stated, each case is tdffie decided on 
merits, there are cert-m judicial pronouncements _ which 
throw .light and provide genera' guidelines for reasonable 
infe.mre« and conclusions to be drawn on the basis of facts 
o* ffvs c'.se. 

20 I r’ay now refer usefully to the gene r al line of ap~ 
mooch <,een ; n the c ? judicial pronouncements. 

21. The ‘office of piofit’ realiy nr'ans an office in mspect 
af wh'rh a profit may acme. It is not necessary that it 
'•bunId be posable to predicate of a holder of an office that 
he was bound to get a certain amount of profit irrespective 
of th" duties discharged by him. [Mah.sdev v. Shantibhai 
f 1959-2-' < ?OR-427)|. 

The law relating to the Question whether a petson holds an 
‘office of profit’ should he interpreted realistically having re¬ 
gard to the circumstances of the esse and the times with 
which one h renew'd rs also the status of person whose 
case ’he court R dealing with and not divorced from reality. 
IK. B. R oh mare v. Shankar Ran—AIR 1975 SC 575).' 

22. The expression ‘office of profit’ h*»s bean defined" in 
Whaton’s Law Lexicon, r.s any office held direct from the 
Government which no~!n?’ly carries a suh’ry No doubt 'he 
worj ‘TWafit" d ics not ; -"essarily mean any remuneration 
: n t <h hut it t ?-tairdy -neons some k’nd of advantage or 
gun which is. tangible o- which can be perceived fChander 
Nath v. KunW’r I as want Singh—3 ELR (1953) page 153— 
Flection Tribunal, Bikanerl. 
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23. It has >also been held that in order to be an office of 
profit, it was not necessary that its holder should make a 
profit out of it. It is sufficient if it is shown that the office is 
one which enables him to make a profit. Having regard to 
the object with which the constitutional provisions have been 
made, the expression ‘office of profit’ would mean an office 
capable of yielding a profit or from which a man might 
reasonably be expected to make a profit, The actual mak¬ 
ing of profit is not necessary. ‘Profit’ means gain or any 
material benefit. The amount of such profit is also immaterial. 
(Deo Rao Laxman Vs. Keshav Laxman—13 ELR 343-344- 
Bombay High Court). This particular case also refened to in 
some detail to the earlier English cases. 


24. Before examining the facts of the case of Shri 
Mohanrangam in the light of the general principles discussed 
above. It would be relevant and important to look into the 
objects behind the provisions of articles 102 and 191 im¬ 
posing different disqualifications for membership of Parlia¬ 
ment and State Legislatures. 

25. Undoubtedly, the intention of the provisions of the 
Constitution is to keep the Legislatures independent of the 
executive. It was felt, obviously, that the executive Gov¬ 
ernment of the Union or of a State should be discouraged 
from holding out blandishment to members of the Legis¬ 
lature so that the latter could be free to carry out the duties 
to their electorate uninfluenced by any consideration of per¬ 
sonal gain and guided solely by public interest of their con¬ 
stituents. If the Executive Government have untrammelled 
powers of offering to legislators any payments, positions or 
offices, whatever their description, which carry over or co¬ 
vert emoluments of kind with them, there would be a grave 
risk that an individual member might feel himself beholden 
to the Executive Government and thus lose his Independence 
of thought and action it) his capacity as a member of the 
legislature and the true representative of In's constituency. 
That will pose a real threat to the proper development to 
democratic institutions and the democratic nrocesses in the 
country. It is this abuse which the Constitution seeks to 
prevent by the provisions under consideration. (Opinion of 
the Election Commission in 1953 in re: Brijraj Singh 
Trwari and others—51 ELR 1 at p. 10). There is bound to be 
a conflict of interest as an elected representative and as an 
appointee of the Executive Government. The elected member 
should therefore be Insulated against the influence of the 
Government over that member by placing him under any obli¬ 
gation. 


26. Another aspect which should also be borne in mind 
is that if two conflicting interpretations are possible in a 
given case, the principle to be followed should be that that 
construction must be adopted which would suppress the mis¬ 
chief and advance the object underlying the provisions. 


27. |n some cases, it may not always be easy to ascertain 
tjte true purport on the face of the terms and conditions 
applicable tQ an office held by a person but this should be 
np ground for withholding a probe into the real intentions 
pn ttop basis of facts, as disclosed. 


2 ?- Another important factor that should determine the 
issue as to whether an office is an office of profit Or not, is 
the relatabilitv of profit to the office rather than to its bolder 
Wiat is material is that the impugned office should be an 
office of nrqfit within the meaning- of article 102 or article 
19|. irrespective of whether a particular holder of an office 
derives pm Hi or acjqpts the lechnique of self-abnegation of 
foregoing those necuffiary benefit* or gaip,s to escape certain 
le^al consequences. There fnav be cases in which an office 
mav be capable of yielding a profit or a person holding it 
mlchl reasonably be expected to make profit, but he mav 
choose to forego the benefits. That wifi not detract from the 
office being an office of profit”. In this context, the use of 
two different expression* ‘office of profit’ and ‘its holder 
used in the Constitution and also in section 3 of the Par- 

A^TTn ( Q ° f ^WM^cafion) M 1959 - (Central 
Aci. 10 of 195,) pt> significant. In these provisions, the 
emphasis * the office and nm on the particular person 
for the time being holding that office. 

6?R QI/82—2 


29. As held by the Supreme Court, it is not necessary 
that it should be possible to predicate of a holder of an 
office of profit that he was bound to get a certain amount 
of profit irrespective of tho duties discharged by him. 

30. Now, the facts of the present case may be tested 
with reference to the general principles discussed above. The 
order creating the post issued by the Tamil Nadu Government 
on 11th August, 1980 clearlv says (hat “sanction is accorded 
to the creation of a temporary post of Special Representative 
for the Government of Tamil Nadu at New Delhi for a 
period of 3 years with off eel from the date on which the 
appointee takes charge or till the need for it ceases, which¬ 
ever is earlier”. The holder of tho post will be allowed a 
consolidated salary of Rs. 2000 p.m. These terms laid down 
in para 1 of the order referred to above have not been 
specifically altered subsequently. It is, therefore, clear that 
the post carries a salary. It is immaterial for our purpose 
whether the appointee to the post for the time being draws 
that salary or is made to forego it by another order. The 
power of immunising a holder of any office against disquali¬ 
fication in. the case of members of Parliament, is vested in 
the Parliament. A mere amending executive order of a State 
Government cannot change an office of profit, not to be so, 
when the post at the time of creation and of its continuance 
was an office of profit. It might be different if such an 
office with it* initial terms went out of existence com¬ 
pletely and a fresh office came to be created. That is not 
the position with reference to the case in hand. 

31. Tn this context, tho order of the Tamil Nadu State 
Government specifying the terms and conditions only men¬ 
tions that Shri Mohanrangam is not entitled to any hono¬ 
rarium, allowance* or anv other pecuniary benefits whatso¬ 
ever as holder of the post of Special Representative. Since 
the posjpwas not created exclusively for Shri Mohanrangam, 
but exited even before he took charge, ant) a consolidated 
salary of Rs.*20(X> p.m. was attached to the post, which term 
has not been specifically modified, it is logical to hold that the 
office of the ^fecial Representative is an office of profit. 

32. Further in the terms and conditions applicable to 
Shri Mohanrangam, the expression used that is, any other 
pecuniary benefits, should be taken as eiusdem generis with, 
the oar)ier expretsioris used in that order, namely, ‘hono¬ 
rarium’ and ‘allowances’. Since the expression ‘salary’ has 
not been used In the amending order issued on the 27th 
August, 1981. It should he taken that the terms and condi¬ 
tions applicable to Shri Mohanrangam do not cover salary. 
If it was intended that ho should not be entitled to 'the 
salary attached to the post, fho amendment issued by the 
Tamil Nadu Government should also have covered para¬ 
graph 1 of G.O.Ms. No. 1873 dated the 11th August, 19g0. 
But Ihis was not so, The Order of 11th August, 1980 therefore 
should be deemed to be the substantive order rtill applicable 
to Shri Mohanrangam also, even though Shri Mohanrangam 
might have gjven up the salary. 


33, Even assuming for the sake of argument that the 
case of Shri Mohanrangam should be dealt with exclusively 
within the term* and conditions as laic) down ip the Tamil 
Nadu (government order pf 27th Ayfpst, 1981 then also toe 
case cannot be treated a.s falling into a straight jacket in 
favour of Shri Mobenrangfm as contended by Shri ft ay. In 
this context, the following considerations should be taken 
into account fpj determination pf the question whether 
Shri Mohanrangam is entitled to, and in fact enjoying, bene 
fjts which may be termed as ‘profjt’ within tho meaning of 
article 1D2 ot the Consfitutibn. 

34. Shri Mohanrangam took over as the Special Represen¬ 
tative on the 27th August, 1981. A perusal of fll e following 
recqrch which were specially called for by the Commission 
from Tamjl Nadu Tfous’e at Hew Delhi give a disturbing 
reading and point to certain irresjstiblq inferences and con- 
elusions,— 

(1) Lbg books for the maintenance and use of 3 staff 

cars of Tamil Nadu House; 

(2) the telepfapne register maintained for the use of 

telephones in Taroi) Nadu House ; 




(3) occupancy register for use of accommodation m 

Tamil Nadu House ; and 

(4) the bill books relating to these items and cash re¬ 

ceipts, 

35, The entries made in these records of Tamil Nadu 


Nadu House as a State Guest entitling him tq the use, free 
of cost, various facilities by virtue of his holding the office 
of the Special Representative, For nearly four months this 
position continued. For the first time, the question of pay¬ 
ment by Shri Mohanrangam was taken up only m the end 
of November 1981 i.e., alter thei present petition was presen¬ 
ted lo the President. 


House at New Delhi referred lo above are quite revealing. 
All the entries relating to trunk calls in the telephone re¬ 
nder arc shown as ‘official’. Strangely, the payment has 
eon made by Shri Mohanrangam for some of the calls 
falling in that category also. After he took over on the 


It i 8 difficult lo believe that in respect of all the entries 
there was unintentional administration lapse of treating him 
as Slate Gu-cvt' and not drawing up the bills tor payment 
then and there. 


27th August, 1981, according to the concerned register, he 
has made only two calls for which charges amounted to 
Rs. 80. When the payment was effected in December, 1981, 
the payment was made for Rs. 200 which included charges 
for certain calls made on the 20th August, 1981, when Shri 
Mohanrangam had not even entered office. This shews the 
haste with which the bills were drawn and payments made 
after the care was instituted before the President under 
article 103 of the Constitution. 

36. Similaily, there are many entries in the log books fot 


42. The narration of the above facts undoubtedly leads to 
the conclusion that in construing the terms and condition* 
as laid down in Government’s Order dated the 27th August, 
1981 both the parties i.e„ the Government of Tamil Nadu 
and its functionalies at New Delhi on the one hand and 
Shri Mohanrangam on the other hand were tic’tmg some 
of the privileges like use of staff car, occupation of Tamil 
Nadu House, use of telephone, as not being covered under 
those terms and conditions, but falling outside the scope of 
that order. By enjoying these benefits till at least December 


the use of staff cars where the Private and Official journeys 
are shown together. Many of the entries therein which are 
shown as ‘private’ seem to have been written later. Unusually, 
the break up of mileages for official and piivate journeys 
have been shown in the column relating to the purpose of 
visit. The writings are in different inks. Some of the entries 


1981, the office of the Special Representative is to be treated 
as capable of yielding a profit and that the holder might 
be reasonably expected to make profit. Further, these faci¬ 
lities gave the holder Shri Mohanrangam a status symbol and 
prestige which is not ordinarily enjoyed by Member of 
Parliament as such. 


show repeated journeys to Parliament House, South Avenue, 
Railway Struion, Aerodrome etc. It could not obviously be 
the places visited normally for official purposes. It is hard 
to believe that all the visits to Parliament House were in 
connection with his official duty as Special Rcpresenttaive, 
namely fixing appointment of State Ministers with Central 
Ministers, as claimed by him, and not for attending the 
Parliament session us a Member of Rajya SablnS* Indeed, 
the Parliament met for the Monsoon session f.otn 17th 
August, 1981 to lHih September, 1981 and/WinUr session 
from 23rd November, 1981 to 24th Decemldlr. 1981. 

37, There are entries in the log books foi staff curs wbuh 
arc shown partly official and partly private. For instance, 
there is an entry against 16th September. 1981 in the Log 
Book for Car No. DHE 25 showing the places visited as 
Tamil Nadu House—Parliament House—Tamil Nadu l-toure. 
It cannot be both official and private at one and the same 
time and to one and the same place as shown in the register. 
It could be cither ‘official’ or ‘private’, Similarly, though mo3t 
of the entries show both js official and private, the mileage 
for official visits are shown invariably more than private 
visits which cannot reasonably be taken as correct having 
regard to the distance between the two places of travel as 
shown in the log book. 

38 Similarly, in the occupancy register relating to the 
month of August/September 1931, while all the entries «re 
serially numbered, there is an entry between 1489 and 1490 
relating to Shri Mohanrangam without any serial number. 
It is reasonable to conclude that this entry has been made 
only afterwards. Though the endorsement as ‘State Guest’ 
has been made against many entries relating io Shri Mohan 
ran gam, he has paid the amount only in December, 1981. 


43. It is claimed on behalf of Shri Mohanrangam that his 
duties were to fix appointments with the Central Ministers 
for Ministers of Tamil Nadu. Normally, it is the duty of 
the Private Secretaries and Personal Assistants to fix such 
appointments which con be done on the telephone instead of 
making repeated visits using the staff car. There is also a 
Speck 1 Commbcdoner for Tamil N'’Jn who i„ norm,, ly asked 
to attend to the duties of expediting the decisions of the 
Centra] Government in relation to the proposals coming from 
Tamil Nadu. It is, not possible lo resist »n inferen e that 
i,i r ’ c of availability of these administrative agencies. Shri 
Mobtnrangnm has been '■pttusled with these items of work 
which givr him a chance and scope for enjoyment of various 
facilities not covered under the terms and conditions dated 
the 27th August. 1981. 

44. For the reasons given above, it is clear that even if 
for holding an office of profit it is essential that the actual 
holder jho il,j enjoy pecuniary or material gain, the above 
facts would establish reasonably that Shri Mohanrangam was 
getting pecuniary and material benefits other than those 
covered under the terms and conditions of 27th August, 1981. 
Tn any events’, ,s already stated, this particular Older was 
construed for nil intents and purposes by both the Govern¬ 
ment of Tami] Nadu nd Shri Mohanrangam as nol piohibil- 
ing the pecuniary b-u.riits enjoyed by him till nt leari early 
December, 1981, when for the first lime the payment has 
been made. In thig context, tbe Constitutional mandate 
should be zealously guarded against any abuse. Going by 
the spirit of the Constitutional provisions anj the judicial 
pronouncements, it is the moral duty of the Commission 
to resist any attempt to circumvent the disabling provisions 
in the Constitution by creating artificial trappings through an 
executive fiat. 


39. In tbe absence of any valid explanation to the contrary, 
it cannot be said that the entries have been made contem¬ 
poraneously. On the other hand, from the very beginning, 
obviously the intention was to allow Shri Mohanrangam the 
benefits of tbe use of car, telephone, occupation of accommo¬ 
dation in Tamil Nadu House at New Delhi free of cost. 

40. The payment effected by Shri Mohanrangam on the 
basis cf bills drawn on him was to the extent of about Rs. 
7000 It is hard to believe that an elected MP would, for 
his private purposes, make use of these facilities from outside 
source and make payment of such a large sum knowing fully 
well fnm the beginning that he would not be entitled to 
those facilities as a Member of Parliament or at the Govern¬ 
ment expense. 

41. Whatever may be the explanation given by Shri Rny, 
it is clear that the entries relating to Shri Mohanrangam in 
the records mentioned at (1) to 13) above show that he was 
being considered by the Government authorities at Tamil 


45. In the above circumstances, these two issues should 
also be answered in the affirmative. 

46. In the ultimate analysis, I am of the opinion and hereby 
hold that Shri Mohanrangam has become subject to the 
disqualification for being a Member of Rajya Sabha under 
article 102CI)(a) by virtue of his holding the office of the 
Spcrial F rnresentative for Tamil Nadu Government at New 
Delhi whi-h is not the purpose of the said article to be treated 
as an ‘office of profit*. T accordingly tender mv opinion to 
the nbove effect to the President under article 103(2) of tbe 
Constitution. 

New Delhi, 

August 31, 1982. 

R. K. TRIVEDI, Chief Election Commissioner 

India 

fR No. 7(21)/82-Treg-ir 
R. V. S. PERI SASTRT, Secy, 


PRINTED BY THE MANAGER, OOVT, OP INDIA PRESS, RINO ROAD, NEW DELHI-110064 


AND PtrnilSHED BY THE CONTROLLER OF PUBLICATIONS, DELHI-110034. 1982 



